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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth 
in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
11/13/07 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-12 and 14-23 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1 , 7, and 15 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

In claims 1, 7, and 15, change "genera" to -genre-. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-5, 15-20, and 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Blackketter (7197758) in view Legal! (6005565). 

As to claim 1 , Blackketter teaches 

a receiving unit operable to receive a plurality of program information segments, 
each of said plurality of program information segments being associated with a plurality 
of program type identifiers, each program type identifier identifying at least a genre 
associated with a content of a program information segment (Referring to Fig. 5, the 
Program Segment Name and Program Type are the program type identifiers identifying 
a genre associated the program segment col. 5, lines 50-67, lines 12-20, col. 6, lines 
20-35); 

a program type information extracting unit in communication with the receiving 
unit, the program type information extracting unit operable to extract a plurality of 
program type identifiers from an input signal (col. 7, lines 10-16, lines 27-28, lines 35- 
37); 

A display unit in communication with said receiving unit and operable to display 
a title of a program information segment, to display a plurality of program type identifiers 
(Fig. 5; col. 7, lines 10-15); 

However, Blackketter fails to teach: 

a program type information editing unit in communication with said receiving unit 
and operable to designate at least one of said plurality of program type identifiers 
invalid in response to a user input; 
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an editing result storage unit in communication with said receiving unit and 
operable to identify program type identifiers that have been designated invalid by said 
program type information editing unit; program type identifiers that are designated valid; 

a program search processing unit in communication with the editing result 
storage unit, the program search processing unit operable to search for programs using 
only program type identifiers that are designated valid; 

a display unit displaying one or more program type identifiers as being invalid; 

In an analogous art, Legal! teaches: 

a program type information editing unit in communication with said receiving unit 
and operable to designate at least one of said plurality of program type identifiers 
invalid in response to a user input (Fig. 3B; col. 3, lines 10-65); 

an editing result storage unit in communication with said receiving unit and 
operable to identify program type identifiers that have been designated invalid by said 
program type information editing unit; program type identifiers that are designated valid 
(col. 3, lines 10-65); 

a program search processing unit in communication with the editing result 
storage unit, the program search processing unit operable to search for programs using 
only program type identifiers that are designated valid (col. 3, lines 10-65); 

a display unit displaying one or more program type identifiers as being invalid 
(The invalid programs are highlighted with a color corresponding to being invalid, col. 4, 
lines 53-55); 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify Blackketter*s invention to include the above mentioned 
limitation, as taught by Legall, for the advantage of enabling a user to search an EPG 
with one search. 

Claim 15 contains the limitations of claim 1 and is analyzed as previously discussed 
with respect to that claim. Claim 15 additionally calls for the following: 

Storing results of act of associated a program type validity designation with at 
least one of said program type identifiers (Legall- col. 3, lines 5-8, lines 30-35, lines 50- 
52, lines 57-60); 

As for claim 2, Blackketter teaches the receiver of claim 1 wherein said receiving unit 
comprises: 

an antenna (col. 3, lines 30-35); 

a front end unit (224) in communication with said antenna (col. 4, lines 23-26); 
a signal demodulator in communication with said front end unit (col. 4, lines 15-45); 
a program selector (remote control device) in communication with said signal 
demodulator (col. 4, lines 50-55); 

an audio decoder in communication with said program selector (col. 4, lines 50-55); 
a digital to audio converter in communication with said audio decoder (col. 4, lines 50- 
55); 

an amplifier in communication with said digital to audio converter (col. 4, lines 50-55); 
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a speaker in communication with said amplifier (col. 4, lines 50-55). 

As for claim 3, Blackketter teaches the receiver of claim 1 further comprising: 
an operating unit in communication with said receiving unit and operable to select 
program type identifiers displayed by said display unit(col. 6, lines 47-64); 
Legall teaches: 

wherein said program type information editing unit designates the program type 
identifier selected by said operating unit invalid (Fig. 3B; col. 3, lines 10-65). 

As for claim 4, Blackketter teaches wherein said display unit displays text corresponding 
to at least one of said program type identifiers (Fig. 5). 

Legall teaches identifying whether said at least one of said program type identifiers is 
invalid (The invalid programs are highlighted with a color corresponding to being invalid, 
col. 4, lines 53-55). 

As for claims 5 and 22, Legall teaches: 

wherein the program type editing unit may designate a program type identifier to be 
invalid for a program even if the program type identifier was associated with the 
program when received by the receiving unit (During initial use, the receiver allows all 
programs to pass through. Thereafter, the user selectively blocks content such that the 
content will be filtered according to the user's criteria). 
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As for claim 16, Legall teaches wherein said program type validity designation 
comprises a data string corresponding to a valid identification (Referring to Fig. 3B, if 
the user selects to show results corresponding to the data string "Jumanji", whatever is 
displayed after the search, corresponds to a valid identification). 

As for claim 17, Legall teaches wherein said program type validity designation 
comprises a data string corresponding to an invalid identification (Referring to Fig. 3b, 
whatever is not selected corresponds to an invalid identification). 

As for claim 18, Blackketter teaches comprising the acts of: displaying information 
corresponding to at least one of said plurality of program type identifiers for said plurality 
of program information segments (Referring to Fig. 5, the Time and Content Rating are 
displayed corresponding to the program type identifiers); and selecting at least one of 
said plurality of program type identifiers (The user selects a program segment based on 
the identifier. Col. 6, lines 55-60). 

As for claim 19, Legall teaches distinguishing program identifiers according to a 
program type validity designations (As discussed above, whatever the user selects to 
search is designated as valid.). 

As for claim 20, Blackketter teaches selecting a subset of program information 
segments utilizing said program type identifiers as discussed above in claim 1 and 
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Legall teaches selecting a subset of programs using said program type validity 
designations as also discussed above in claim 1. 

As for claim 23, Legall teaches initially setting all program type validity designations to 
identify all program type identifiers to be invalid (Referring to Fig. 3B, initially nothing is 
selected. Hence, all the program type identifiers are set to be invalid. Program type 
identifiers are set to be valid/invalid after the user selects what to filter out). 

6. Claims 6-12, 14, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Blackketter and Legall, and further in view of Goddard. 

As for claims 6, 12, and 21, Blackketter teaches wherein said one or more 
program type identifiers comprises a first program type identifier and a second program 
type identifier, said first program type identifier provided by a program provider (col. 5, 
lines 40-55, coL 6, lines 25-30). However Blackketter and Goddard fail to teach said 
second program type identifier optionally added by a user. 

In an analogous art, Goddard teaches the content control system may utilize 
multiple acceptable content rating parameters providing content rating thresholds for 
media using different rating schemes. When a user views example content in a first 
media using a first rating scheme and blocks or unblocks the example content causing 
the system to adjust the acceptable content rating parameter for that media, the 
acceptable content ratings parameters for media using other ratings schemes may also 
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be adjusted accordingly. This adjustment may be accomplished, in one embodiment, by 
equating ratings of the various rating schemes utilized by the media. For instance, 
wherein the media is television employing both the TV parental guideline and MPAA 
ratings schemes, a TV rating of TV-G may be equated to an MPAA rating of G, a TV 
rating of TV-PG may be equated to an MPAA rating of PG, and so forth. However, it will 
be appreciated that the ratings used by one ratings scheme may not necessarily 
correspond one for one with the ratings used by a second ratings scheme. In such 
cases, a given rating in one scheme may usually be equated to a more restrictive rating 
in a second scheme. Thus, in the proceeding example, a TV-rating of TV-14 may be 
equated to the slightly more restrictive MPAA rating of PG-13, while a TV-rating of TV- 
MA may be equated to the more restrictive MPAA rating of R. Thus, wherein an 
information appliance is capable of accessing multiple media, for example, television, 
DVD movies, VCR movies, the Internet, and the like, a user may adjust the acceptable 
content rating parameters for each media based on example content of any one media 
even though each of the media may employ different ratings schemes" col, 7, line 8 to 
col. 8, line 5 ; fig. 3; fig. 5, 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify Blackketter and Legail's invention to include the above 
mentioned limitation, as taught by Goddard, for the advantage of allowing the user to 
indicated what is acceptable. 
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Claim 7 contains the limitations of claim 1 and is analyzed as previously discussed with 
respect to that claim. Claim 7 additionally calls for the following: 

Wherein the program type editing unit designates at least one of said plurality of 
program type identifiers as being valid for the program information segment , even if the 
at least one of said plurality of program type identifiers was not associated with the 
program information segment when received by the receiving unit (As discussed above 
with respect to the Goddard reference in claim 6, when the content is initially received it 
has a predetermined rating associated with it. Goddard goes on to teach that the user 
may adjust the acceptable content rating parameters for each media based on example 
content of any one media even though each of the media may employ different ratings 
schemes); 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify Blackketter and Legall's invention to include the above 
mentioned limitation, as taught by Goddard, for the advantage of allowing the user to 
indicated what is acceptable. 

As for claim 8, Blackketter teaches the receiver of claim 1 wherein said receiving unit 
comprises: 

an antenna (col. 3, lines 30-35); 

a front end unit (224) in communication with said antenna (col. 4, lines 23-26); 

a signal demodulator in communication with said front end unit (col. 4, lines 15-45); 
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a program selector (remote control device) in communication with said signal 
demodulator (col. 4, lines 50-55); 

an audio decoder in communication with said program selector (col. 4, lines 50-55); 
a digital to audio converter in communication with said audio decoder (col. 4, lines 50- 
55); 

an amplifier in communication with said digital to audio converter (col. 4, lines 50-55); 
a speaker in communication with said amplifier (col. 4, lines 50-55). 

As for claim 10, Blackketter teaches wherein said display unit displays text 
corresponding to at least one of said program type identifiers (Fig. 5). 
Legall teaches identifying whether said at least one of said program type identifiers is 
invalid (The invalid programs are highlighted with a color corresponding to being invalid, 
col. 4, lines 53-55). 

Claim 9 contains the limitations of claim 1 and is analyzed as previously discussed with 

respect to that claim. Claim 9 additionally calls for the following: 

An operating unit in communication with said receiving unit and operable to select 

program type identifiers displayed by said display unit (Legall; Fig. 3, col. 3, lines 10- 

16). 



Claim 1 1 contains the limitations of claim 1 and is analyzed as previously discussed 
with respect to that claim. 
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As for claim 14, Blackketter teaches wherein said receiving unit is a digital broadcast 
receiving unit (col. 3, lines 30-35). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sumaiya A. Chowdhury whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-8567. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 9-5:00.: 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller can be reached on (571) 272-7353. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAjR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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